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The data under study are from the 2000 Census of Population of the United States, Public Use Microdata Sample (Census, 2003) , 5 percent random sample of the population, as well as comparable data from the 1980 and 1990 Censuses. to the United States from the Russian Empire or the former Soviet Union (Table 1 ). The peak 4 decade was 1901-1910 when 1.6 million immigrants were recorded, followed by 1911-1920 with 0.9 million immigrants (Table 2) . Immigration from the Soviet Union declined sharply thereafter, with less than 600 recorded in the 1940's, rising to nearly 700 in the 1950's, 2,500 in the 1960's, 39,000 in the 1970's, 58,000 in the 1980's, and nearly 463,000 in the 1990 's (1991-2000) , for a total of 560,000 over the period . Because of these trends, the analysis is limited to those who first came to the United States to stay in 1965 or later.
The 2000 Census suggests that there were about 700,000 people living in the United
States who were born in the former Soviet Union. They may have entered with permanent resident alien visas or under other visas and provisions of immigration law, and some of these subsequently became permanent resident aliens. A large proportion entered as refugees or asylees (Table 2) .
(b) The Refugee Experience
Many who sought to leave the Soviet Union would not have had an incentive to leave if not for the anti-semitism and generalized repression. Many were motivated, at least in part, by these factors and not simply conventional economic incentives. There had been a pent up demand for emigration from the Soviet Union, but there had been little expectation that it could be realized. Most emigrants had a limited ability to prepare for the move because of the seemingly arbitrary nature of the Soviet bureaucracy and the apparent randomness as to whose application for an exit visa would be approved, or when it would be approved. Many who sought to leave before the collapse of the Soviet Union experienced various degrees of reprisals and persecution, including loss of their jobs and imprisonment or internal exile. The unexpected and sudden opening for emigration with the collapse of the Soviet Union was accompanied by fears that the door could close at any time accompanied by a resurgence of anti-semitism and 5 repression. Thus, the Soviet Jewish migrants to the United States are more appropriately characterized as refugees than as economic migrants.
Refugees have a different adjustment in the destination than do economic migrants (Chiswick 1978 (Chiswick , 1979 . They have more skills specific to the origin and fewer skills that are destination specific or internationally transferable. As a result, at arrival they would be expected to have lower levels of human capital specific to the destination, including language skills, and hence lower earnings than economic migrants with similar measured characteristics. As they make implicit and explicit investments in the destination to increase the transferability of previously acquired skills and to create new skills, it would be expected that they would exhibit a more rapid improvement in language skills and earnings than economic migrants. Yet, because refugees are likely to be less favorably selected for economic success in the destination than otherwise similar economic migrants, it would be expected that the gap between them and economic migrants would narrow, but never close (Chiswick, 2000) .
Moreover, because of the lesser degree of the transferability of the skills acquired in the origin in school and on the job (labor market experience) among refugees, the effects of these variables on their earnings in the U.S. would differ from that of economic mirants. In particular, refugees would be expected to have a smaller effect of schooling and pre-migration experience on earnings than would be the case for economic migrants.
While Soviet Jewish immigrants would reflect these refugee characteristics, these might be offset by the different labor market characteristics that have been exhibited by Jews in the U.S., whether immigrants or native born. American Jews have had high rates of occupation and earnings mobility, have a larger effect of schooling on earnings, and have obtained higher earnings, compared to observationally similar non-Jews (Chiswick 1999 ).
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As a result the linguistic and labor market progress of Soviet Jewish immigrants in the United States, in comparison to other (non-Jewish) economic migrants would be expected to reflect both their refugee and Jewish experiences and backgrounds.
III. Who is a Soviet Jew?
The first step in an analysis of "Soviet Jews" in the United States is to define each of the two terms. For the purpose of this study, persons born in any of the constituent republics of the Former Soviet Union are referred to as "Soviet immigrants". Thus, the analysis is not to be limited to those born in "Russia" loosely defined or in the Russian Federation.
Defining Jews is more problematic. Ukrainian as a language spoken at home are the subject of this analysis and for simplicity of exposition are considered "Soviet Jews". 4 (Chiswick 1993 (Chiswick , 1997 ).
This study is limited to the analysis of adult (age 25 to 64) males. For younger and older persons school enrollment and retirement decisions have a major impact on labor supply and choice of jobs, and hence earnings. Similarly, the labor market attachment of women is strongly influenced by marital status and child care responsibilities. Analyses of these labor supply decisions are beyond the scope of this study. The statistical analysis uses the adult (age 25 to 64) male respondents in the 2000 Census Public Use Microdata Sample, five percent sample of the population, as the unit of observation.
IV. Descriptive Statistics
The means and standard deviations for the dependent and explanatory variables are reported in Table 3 .
Language skills are measured by a dichotomous variable defined to equal unity for those who speak only English at home or if they speak another language they speak English "very well" or "well". It is zero for those who speak English "not well" or "not at all" (See Table 4 ).
The earnings variable is the natural logarithm of annual earnings in 1999, where earnings are the sum of wage, salary and self-employment income. Those who reported zero earnings or did not work in 1999 are deleted from the analysis. Those who reported earnings of less than 5 The very low proportion reporting Yiddish reflects the very rapid decline in the use of Yiddish by Russian/Soviet Jews during the 20 th century. By the 1970's "for the great majority of contemporary Soviet Jews (80 percent of our respondents), Russian is the native language", with the proportion being greater for younger Jews. Yiddish was spoken primarily by older Jews or when younger Jews were speaking with their parents (Karklins, 1987, p.29) .
$100, including the negligible number reporting negative earnings, were assigned a value of $100 since the natural logarithm is not defined for zero or negative values.
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The econometric model for the analysis of language proficiency is based on earlier research that specifies three fundamental concepts (Chiswick and Miller 1998) . These are exposure to the destination language, efficiency in destination language acquisition, and economic incentives for learning the destination language. In the empirical application the measurable variables reflecting these concepts include two continuous variables, years of schooling and years of age, and a set of dichotomous variables. The dichotomous variables include marital status (whether married, with spouse present), whether there are children under age 18 currently living in the household, and whether the respondent lives in a rural area or a southern state (the swath of 17 states from Texas to the Atlantic Ocean, from Maryland to Florida, including Washington, DC).
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The Census asks, when did this person come to the United States to stay? The census does not ask the type of visa used to enter the United States or whether permanent resident status was obtained. Given that many Soviet Jews entered the United States as asylees only to become permanent resident aliens (immigrants) at a later date, the census question is more appropriate for this analysis than would be the year the respondent obtained permanent resident alien or immigrant status. Since few Soviet Jews subsequently left the United States to return to the former Soviet Union or go to a third country, such as Israel, the emigration from the United States of Soviet immigrants does not pose a selectivity problem (Ahmed and Robinson, 1994, and Mulder 2003 The econometric analysis of earnings is based on the human capital earnings function, modified for immigrant adjustment (Chiswick 1978) . The natural logarithm of annual earnings in 1999 is regressed on years of schooling completed, years of potential labor market experience (age minus schooling minus 5 years), and its square, the natural logarithm of weeks worked, and dichotomous variables as defined above for being proficient in English, married spouse present, living in a rural area and living in a southern state. The same dichotomous variables are used, as defined above, for period of arrival and country of origin. Controlling for period of arrival, the labor market experience variable measures the effect on earnings in 1999 of experience in the country of origin.
VI. Econometric Analysis a) Language -Soviet and Other Immigrants
The results of the multiple regression analysis for adult males for the dependent variable, proficient in English, are reported in Tables 5 and 6 . The variable is unity for those who speak only English at home or who speak another language but speak English very well or well, otherwise the English fluency variable is zero. The analysis was also performed for sub-periods within the 1965-2000 period (Table 5 ).
For each of these sub-periods the effects of schooling, age at immigration, marital status and children are quite similar. 12 That is, their partial effects on proficiency in 2000 do not appear to vary by period of immigration. The effects of duration do vary by period of immigration. One fewer year in the U.S. has a larger negative effect on proficiency the more recently the immigrant cohort arrived in the U.S., which is consistent with the non-linear effect of duration on proficiency.
The results reported here for the 2000 Census can be compared with analyses reported previously for Soviet Jews and other immigrants who came to the U.S. in 1965 or later using the microdata files from the 1980 and 1990 Censuses (Chiswick 1993 (Chiswick , 1997 ) (see Table 6 ). The interaction term has a coefficient of only 3 percentage points and it is not statistically significant.
These results suggest that the sharp gradient of English language proficiency with duration in the U.S. is not a consequence of declining proficiency among more recent cohorts.
Rather it appears to be reflecting a longitudinal or adjustment effect, that is, the acquisition of English language proficiency as a cohort has a longer duration in the U.S. Moreover, this initial deficiency and speed of adjustment (improvement) appear to be more intense for Soviet Jews than for other immigrants. This may reflect their refugee motivated migration, the limited ability to prepare for the emigration because of the arbitrary nature of the Soviet bureaucracy, and the unexpected and sudden opening for emigration from the Soviet Union, with uncertainty as to how long emigration would be possible.
(b) Earnings -Soviet and Other Immigrants
The analysis of earnings ( Other variables the same, as shown in Table 7 , column 2, an extra year of schooling is associated with 7.0 percent higher earnings for the Soviet Jewish immigrants, in contrast to the 4.6 percent for other immigrants, and the difference is highly statistically significant (t=11.0).
Also, other things the same, the earnings of Soviet Jewish immigrants are much lower (and the difference is highly significant) than those of other immigrants who came in the same time period during the first few years in the U.S. (immigrated 1996-2000 or 1991-1995) . The In the language analysis, other variables the same, few differences are found in English language proficiency by ancestry (Appendix Table A -5) . Those of Ukrainian origin are 2 percentage points less proficient in English than those of Russian ancestry, but the difference is at the margin of being significant (t = 1.7). Those of "other ancestries" are one percentage point less proficient than the Russians, but this is not statistically significant (t = 0.7). There is no difference from those of Russian ancestry among those who gave a response indicating their religion (the coefficient indicates a 2.5 percentage point higher proficiency with t = 1.8).
The analysis of earnings, other variables being the same, presents a similar picture (Appendix Table A -6) . For the post-1965 immigrants, there is no difference in earnings between the Russian, Ukrainian and religious revealing ancestries. Compared to the Russians, the Ukrainians had 2.1 percent lower earnings, but a t = -0.7, while those who gave a religious response had 4.5 percent higher earnings, but a t = 1.3. Only the heterogeneous group of "other ancestries" showed an earnings differential, a marginally significant (t = 1.9) 5.5 percent higher earnings.
The coefficient on the education variable in the earnings analysis limited to Soviet Jewish immigrants is about 7.3 percent, whether or not the Soviet ancestry variables are held constant.
This is a very large coefficient for an immigrant population in the United States and is significantly greater than for other immigrants. That it does not change when ancestry is held constant suggests that it holds across the ancestry groups that in this study are used to identify Soviet Jews.
VII. Summary and Conclusion
This paper has been concerned with the English language proficiency and labor market Analyses of English language proficiency and earnings were also performed for those classified here as Soviet Jewish immigrants by the ancestry they reported in the 2000 Census:
Russian, Ukrainian, an ancestry response that reveals one's religion, and all other ancestry responses. In the language analysis, there was essentially no difference in English proficiency, other variables the same, between those of Russian and "other ancestries", although those who indicated Ukrainian had slightly lower proficiency while those who indicated a religion were marginally more proficient. In the earnings analysis, other variables the same, there were no significant differences among these three groups, although the heterogeneous group of other 22 ancestries showed a marginally significant 5 percent earnings advantage. The addition of ancestry variables to the language and earnings equations does not alter the effect of schooling.
Overall, it appears that Soviet Jewish immigrants adjust very well in the United States compared to other European immigrants. Their initial disadvantages in English language skills and earnings may be due to the refugee motivations for migration. 14 With the passage of time this disadvantage disappears. For earnings it disappears most rapidly for those with higher levels of schooling. This very high level of schooling and the greater effect of schooling on earnings among Soviet Jewish immigrants compared to other immigrants parallels patterns found among
Jews and non-Jews born in the U.S. (Chiswick, 1999) . Thus, the Soviet Jews appear to be reflecting patterns that are specific to both refugees and Jews in the United States.
14 Lower initial English proficiency and earnings and a speedier improvement appear to be a general refugee phenomenon, although not the larger payoff from schooling (see Chiswick 1978 , 1979 and Chiswick and Miller 1998 . 
